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fa#, 14 2000 

atRwijfN ’tifTun*! 

f^i: sr?4i<n tivuivu ijst writ ansi ^ f^rzrffcTcr £* (# 

3TRTRT ^ ^5U-3if^H «im qft u| | R | 

H. 7/2/94 XT # #—*pf 1995 3 W X^tfVrT tfUP 3Tf¥wi, 1975 #7 #m^re, 

(#^*rcg3Tf#M^h, 1995 ^ 

M'H 3 Tfat ^ : 

«P. uRbm 

xfHt c|Rld MfsbMI MIcH R>ill Mill 

(i) Rfe (fcrtr 3*Ft vn$m% wu % srcr f^ri^ 30 ^,1999 eft 

3TftRJEFTT 7T0 7/2/94/ X? # # 3? £*RT x^5 'Hl4v»lPlcb ^aRT Uf «ft, aft fetich 

12 MMH'i 1996 ^ StRRJcRT 7T0 7/2/94-XJ # # ^ KRT xft^ apRTft J l u Klvrf1 ^ xjc7 ^ 
w m % MfcicT ^ cf> 3rrzncfr xr RmwRsi f^x? ^ ft?gwTcf> 

XTT^Rtft Xge3> TFfteTT ^5) % ^4Rid sft; 

(ii) WlRlcftft £[RT fcdicfr 12 MM*R,1996 aft aiRl'^ddl #0 197 a> £*TCT xjft aft af 
vjfTcft aft’xjcf war" a>?T "XPH t; 

(iii) M l R l fr lft jJRI iTRcT at 'iMMd, 3RTTETRXXT 4 M9>lRld Rdi<*> 30 ^,1999 aft 

'H l ivJlR fa? TjaRT XjfT^t aft aft fta aRcTTft MURIvj^I (fftRt 3TFt ^9T ’ft cfTfl R^T 
1 j) eft xjR ^ 3T2jaT W % fftaffcR ^ aft ^Hl^c*** £Ra> 3 TR|RrRT 1975 

1690 01/2000 (1) 
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tjft *ftft 2519.90 sfa 3Tlft # # gfa gftfen T? 3>t 

fto 2519.90.04 cfFcT dftlfrd ft ^ 3TRTRfi ft ftftfftd cfft ^ftteTT 

MRft ft 'Hdlftd 8ft; 

(iv) yiteift sm Tftt w fftrWi ct«tt vrefm ftftr (fftrft sflft TTfftr>T?Mf iri xjft 
weft ft xj'crew trtt? tt ft) *n4«iPra> tjttt Tft ^ srfft ftftt 3fr? fftrr 6 ( 2 )# 

3TT? 3T<RR fftTT TTT % ft OTft fftnft ft forf^RT WT ft WIcf TRlft; 

(v) PTffteft IRT TRd ft fts ^ ftJlft'HIjjd ft W 3TTWftt cWT WTtMTaft 

(fcrrft «ftft TRftfftWT 3TM ftf%TT gRT *jft vftft ft vJVeW TRU? TP? ft) ftf 

>Hl4^rPlch TJBpff fttxjcJ>MfftftftlTft3fft^ftTS TTcTT? ft T$ fft ft TM ftt cTT^BT ft 
diet'd fftft ft fttcR 3TMft fftnft ft lei Ran >RM ft' 31<1 J ld «r>xi^; 


(vi) ~mK ft| r n%re> ftt (ft ft ^ ft) ft Tf 'TOlftf^TR 

fts w£ fopfan& % arrrof % ftft trim ; 

(vii) fftTT 6 ( 4 ) ft 3FJTTTC, HlfSfcjlft gRT ftfa ulTdlft ¥RM ft ^ftt IM fftftcTftf, 
ftfTT tft fttft MTTT TTT t,ftt M?TTdcft ftftt T^ dTfftj XJTft ^TFj MM ftt TfT Tft* 

fto ft^HcT terr fftr?M, ftr 

fto 3J?Tef ft5 f*RRcT ft. foTO, #T 

fto TTfTT ftFTerf^McT Wit, ftfa 

fto TTfeRTH ft^eT fftjRc^T, ftfa 

fto 3fldl4) ftlcTlft Pm *1 ^<tC, ftd 

fto fttn ftftTfftsr fftse; Miftft 

(viii) fftTT 6(2)ft 3RJTR, Tlf ffteeft fftld 41 d uRTlft 4 RKlvrt1 ft ^cTTMRT TfPftfiH 
cfj^ft ^ ft 3T5ftg ^ wt ^Jxrt f^n rnn «n tft? ft arrft ft?i ^ 
tftriWr/^qi^ft cjft ^3M MFTTMcft ulMR fftErtftd wi ^ ftlcR ftft TTcTT? ft I 
W fftriWr/^MMcfft Tjftt ^ ^ fftnWr ftft TXT M cRTT T^iTcft Tft TJT? Mfft 

ft! ^TfcTRT Tft ftxsft Tft 8ft | T8TTtft, fft^ft ftt M^M/nJcTT^ gM M?TTTcft T5T 
T^t 1ft ij I TTTj 

(ix) fftTT 6(4) ^ 3T5TN, 3TTd^Tj TJTFTT MM TRft ^ 1eT? TRd ft ^5 
ftrftmft^ c^ W 3TTTTcT^r T8TT/3T8TTT 3Mft|cWI3ft Tft M!?H l dcft ftvft Tf: 
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1. Ao ^tcT aw i Rcf l anre 

2 . Ao fA?n^ ^toT w, w jtA?t 

3. Ao ^ray^cTT *AeT tefc, v3^T 

* • 

4. Ao fAufFT ^tcT ^fte, 3iTO JlA?r 

5. Ao srra^r ^ f£m feto, %r 

6 . Ao 3TTWT ^ qj.feTO, WcT 

7. AO ^tef 3WT^t 3TR> ff^ST, A^PT W?( 

8 . Ao TO Mg^Sf feTO, 1%5R 

9 . Ao qA 3f>. foTQ, dJfrWW 

10 . Ao <F3fr?TT AtA^ feTO, 

11. Ao ^#fTT feTO, vJ^Hl 

12 . Ao ^T5T %to#v3T feTO, WeFT 

13. Ao WcWrSI Asfcf^far fcTO, 3ftW^R 

14. Ao M %^$v5r fero, w 

15. Ao sfozrr *t#rt ijAlfAw, aperartu 

<WTfA spA A'i%n$'<i <A fA*=rfcr%cT 3rraTcT^t srt vsrapf w : - 

Ao erer fcTo, ^ttcFt 

Ao ff%^H *RftRT tjAffAWT, ^oranfT 

Ao 3 #ttt AfAe feTO, ^ett 

Ao ^frfTT fcTO, ^ARtt 

Ao ’rm fcfo, %r 

Ao *A ^>. feTO, <t>d«f»Tl1 

(x) ^xrt ]?m <trA 3> fen? AnAkn^ ?AtfA??H afftj> tf&n ^A HgHMcfl 

AAf ^ «ft l A J i*fUiu?c affa> srt y?Fireeft vsrara f^rr "w i 

(xi) snfAamA A 7 . 10.99 sA Afto> fA*TR ^tA A> fen? ^rA^fA^ ^r:d i i| <tA At 

frrerA AnAhnfe- i?AllAq?H if&n (q^ Ao aft Af ^er if&n fero, Ao <tA 
A£sA gt. feTO.Ao “HRcf feTO aA? ^f%*H %£d$vj| Aq>A *?A|Ru?SM (afldltfcb) A 

■m feraT 1 ^fnAurfA^ A toR&rt mti A A%^ to A sm fAn? ftxnA <*A 
feTfacT A JTC^cT W& q5T 3TrjAq fA>^T W SJT I 


(xii) infaqnA A fAftre feres snmqpr qwAf Ar arefefa mwi ^ reft ^ qn fapw. d>i$« 

% TO A ^W«T %qr afA ^ Af -q^I ^T % %T? ^ TOT I 
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(xiit) uITW 1 3 ?A?T, 1998 A 31 PRt 1999 At 3 T^f^r A feR At iji aft I 
(xiV) fAPTRoft A fAlR 16 A 3 FJITR A feP? fuP straws 

<Tszfr/ 3 Mki m f^R tor sit ^rAt ura t%cR^ xjsfr At yro?t A rfit mt 
sit Ak tm tr tim f&tqfDrifr, Ak tr, *k At ft A fatal f^R 

fAill MT % I 


^efpT ( AAmge ggtgjg ? H Afar gta) A fam? 


z T^cjTygtm 


3TM % 


3T^m fa*n %:- 


(i) Ak At y«qpw cTTM A 3 k A PTM At feMT 4 AA TITffcM ^RHq cTPT 

t i ciAfA *nkk ijef $ AAAn As A AkW<± Ak Ak *ja A 
^ wtr t 3 tk iffA Akr AAr A cttm ^kki tm- 

<£fk A iRHR t $kofT» ^rmrfxRI % ^fcf fta v 5 R TMTTT t fa> Ak A 

TrAAtf «f£ AAmSZ At TMTMT cRM *TRcT 4 3 TT% cTToft cTFRT % <RT tl 

(ii) Ak A Afc^Pk c£ AA Akt PrRt A 400-1000 fAAtAkr <g t I ^rfak 
Akt TR? 3 Tt A fAAcT AtM A fapj ^AAt AkM RPRT ^ TPJS oIFRT M M 
Tilkt t ! 

(iii) AA^e A RT^AcT its 3T8lk 92 % cM IR At 3lt A 3TcMT, A 3RI 

tsmA <pt At ptm fAm rt ?§t t=r 


□ 93 % 3fk 94 % ?M TR At At «pA A»Am$d Ak 

□ fa<?> Ak TR At At 90-92 % 


&5 AA^e TR At At 93 % Ak 94 % *R Atf PTM ^Jocf> ^ cRTM W 
SIT I ?RTTf^ At fit^raR ^IT its -tf\ pfw ^Tcf >84iAa im ^ 

Tff^ft t I 

#5 wA A^^n^cf i> afk 3MTfcra v€ A^i^e A^fAci irs wt 

94 % t»?t v^t gfr g 5 t ftaSt ^Am g»t $cht ^r tr wm rt % f^> 92 % 
tpt vSft 3 fr ^Nr ^ ^rAt AR PT^oft srr <rr^t ^yn^rraA ^>r mr ^ w 

^R TRfpT Rh^ TjfrA ^ 5 t cpulJ] <juii5^i A I vJtlVl ^TI f^lfcT ^ ^T^ A PAt? WT A 
f^fcRT % I ^c| T3lAP v^I 92 % TPT At ^WtlF A^'Hl^e Ak ^Rt 

«A5 t 3tRm ^icifn giA As j*€ AAttt^ ^t tmimt Arch t, Ak 

94 % tj*t At At d«p At 3 Mt 1 cRt ^wcn_^rA AtAht^ A wr py AA ^A?i A 

vidllRcT WTR A ^TTAsT TlA 7 ! PY fA^R ^FrA ^ vicA'id lAiil T5TRTT A fA vJ&kl 

At T3fAr ^ttrt A A^bri trr crA A ferq A 7 ! A A A^ i $ ~ e A 3 trttA r? AIAt 
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qjCT cTHT^ # «N *TT3o 92 % # 33RR 94 % ^ to 3ft cmifc1«£l cR? ^R ftoT 
RR I 

(iv) q r cf-fM oM # £ fen? to#t ftofato # xr5> tot ^tth 3W% 

to 3## 3JR f^jTZJT t I 2fi? ^IT? to toffitf Tte ^ #> RRFT 

3RRT sfr^T # \3fR fSpSE*T ^5T t 3#? vjtoffi ^T ^ % ttoto WSfifa ^3 
fip€ 4 T ^aT?cr #> wr qr fton wr 'HcbdT t I ?# fto> tor $ wf # ylf^ci ^r# 

tR (&3 «F# toRTfS *R 40 % to ^oFTF #) fR *R WTcf’ 25 % 

to fto cR RF]; tot R' WfM *JRf> tot W t I 

(v) to to to? !! ? ? to ^ W TgT RFTcT <£ 5T^I W 3R?to if t ^>tot 

oTFTcT, to, fsH RFFT, ^ HvrT^t, tjto to RFTcT to Rfto 3TTf# W 
^lilorSt I ^fe)ch RF # # 3Tlto?T F# tolfcHd toto ^ RF # t t^fWT tolcH 
RTvrCT/to^ VRcFR gRT fto RTcTT # f^RT *R to to #*#81^ #> ^Rtflto ^T to 

ftom tot t i ^rtof #Rto # ^ ^ ws ■# ^PRcT # xicMK’i Rpra # 

tocT to t 1 awrfc t cf to to #ton?3 to W 3# #t to# RTO3R ftor 
to to # 105 # no srtotto ^stcR to cr #> strhtrt ^t tot # to#> to # 
to to to toK^-RFTcT ttrcT to cR? 3>rto to tot I 

(vi) to # #«T5 *rw to aww wra % to #’ ■arrcsto tot 11 to T^to "^fFrtot 

^rwrMttot #t *fr # toto tow iapra ^ ^ ftr ^ ^rir 3?top?wi to 

WTF4 ^ll'lfl I 
(7T) fflf^ 

(i) tocj ^3toT «IHcTT-^Tto to 1997-98 # 46.53 % 3#7 1996-97 <# 46.05% 
to ^cHT # to 1998-99 # ^TS^R 45.58 % ^ W «IT; 

(ii) toc| to viRtoto tot # 7500 # qto?r ^ 4000 to ti 

?to> 3TRRTT. tocj v3?to to totot to w #> ^ # ctwt 75,ooo/-wr tor 

WIR ^to WT t; 

(iii) toc| ^sto to ffcto to to ^tt # w#t ^rtft ^3tt t 1 tooj vjfto to 

dlW<j rTT to 1997-98 to (-)385.27 eTRJ W? 3#7 1996-97 to 170.61 RR5 
W? to RPTJRftTT to pFTT # to 1998-99 # ^R (-)540.52 RT^ WJ ^ to 

& _ 

(iv) RTtot ^T ^#T9» to 1997-98 #> 12204 #t ^ # 4^R f#xT to 

1998-99 # 14008 #t.^T ?Twt; 

(v) ^ ?trr f^Ffrr to 1997-98 ^ 74.82 % to? 1996-97 <# 71.53% 

to ^eHT # to 1998-99 # SW? 97.25 % R^TT t; 
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(vi) feT 3TRR # 1997-98 <$ ^PT 4001.19 $ ^1 1998- 

99 3* TO3R 2766.90 ^ t I 

(it) ftojggjj , angreref afa 3 ri Ra4<g qrfM fonr 

3. v>R#t TRRIvHT $ f^ft Mdcb/aiwrcfS) ^ 5TTteT$ # ^3rR #n % 

afNr r # ^\i feoroft w^i eft I I 

^rte ar T W^ f/ M^Wi 3ft ^ HTfiron^l # w? f^n t m^i fef&TOT yrega 

cItY f :- 

(i) #8^ ^RI fefope# T feTO 3?R feTO % <188 f#T t 

WEf 38# <& #R TTRlft ^T 3TRR f#T % I 

(ii) f#R tflfcR> WRf# afR #m -<& c#hi-|^ $ mm &s # 

#T vai*i«ll<5t TFTTPHI 3fRlfcld ^5 4*^ cfc TRR 4^ *T^t %l 

(iii) vjsfm 3 an i mi onmfcim 1980 3> mi ?<rr ^j#t % 

# ##Tt mi 3TR7 3?R *&c| vJcMIcR mi 3RTR<fcT& #RT 8RT RUT 

t I 

(iv) WTRT ?Je8 cF5T f#fo»T ^ feR TO ^1 ^m ^?T ^ ^ 3 HRT 
mi mmm % wk afk # 3 w c& to ct?it toi, vrdn<R sifr 

4MRT cfr #Ff, Erft ftfTOT, $3 # 4*^81^ cfc f#W <& feR 38RT^ 

T[i #RT # ^R Refcf 3TeR-3TeR t i 
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sngrgnjt gRT 

-^^fFT, Prafagi, 3rrgrgg>r gag rr figg^ git irt gPR f^ w ftigi 
gft \3ftxT g?t Rf cT«rr Prgir i ^tgi i w mimcIi w crag i^t mihh w w ^siRi 
cTTct ^t W PgR png WT R*R 1R RpRJEpTt i \JpTcT W=T W fg W ggtallt g§t M 
t I 

inPiggit gRT arreygrcE ggdt *et ff^gg 
(g>) fjcrag qifM srt it *f$ fogfiraf 


apc^ ^fpT i W ^i P^T t Pfr- 

□ Ptffog yiPr^Pt i g^P w cp ^flit RPTp, RyPPpyRt, STR IRTfP cRTT W> 
^rgfxTcT RM RTf^RT W it P*TR Pw t I it it W ^ ^k-flPggW gpRR 
Pmt^r gRct wm w ^oeKiitg t P> gt^p?p i ?jr i RprPgg ir rrir 
tr 4 % /11% gft g? ^t P?P cfR it eFIcTT t P> cRTT PsP WW i gTS? gi it 

3T2JcIT gvHI i itcR I 3TcT: RRyPcT it it W it yfg RFTcf ^t it it WT cp %- 

STfcRFRcft gpgg RRT 11 % PsP cpR g> g?PR iPTT gift^ I 

□ g? it ire tor rt gggy i Ps <?gp srt it g$ rpm gag PtPrt yiferSt iri 
Prir g5t yi rpm Rty Rgp ■rt*tcT: # 1998-99 ^ iiPy t ! 1999-2000 i iPty 
git PrM cfft cpyp i ft t I "vi^iFRi i fen?, rPr Sr it rptr Rt P> 

31.3.1999 gjf 5948/-RW *P PftitO it, W 31.3.2000 <P yggR 12,068/-WJ 

gp pgjpro it W i I i RT it it ^ gRi i Pry 230 3Pr 

mr^r Pr gi RiR'ggRTT pit i irPh? iyR Wrt iR gtt RPra i ^ ggRi 
it PrPrfeir gtt Rmg i ^ 1400 /-RR sPr rt it it xpr ^ 3rfig> i^ir i 1 lit 
mr; Rgf^RT gag rt rt it ctef iit rrj Prfif^if it rpm i it 

lit 1 

□ giPT wi it gig i iit gag 3ggigt i gfcRqgt gg gppg gR wt i ?wt 
P rf^W yTtoit irt it it w it %-siigRcg gM xxx ro/ sPr gg w PratPg 
gRi g> wgm i giR w afa fg wng g%gr 1 i^fen?, fg Pitig yrPrggi g>t it 
it w it %-Rfctg5Rg> gftgg gg Prafog gRi i gg? -i ggg 1500 /-W yPr gg w 
11 % fiit gR w fi^gR gRi gg srgig gRi f 1 

□ iggt Rptpgg, fern 25 r$r, 2000 it ig PitfPr i r^tr it it rt w 

35 % % ggygR 25 % gR figi ggT i 1 94 % gg> Mgo gict it 
it 'W w giggiit ^eg> gg pgp u i gRi ggg ir grg gi tgn i R3T rt*? t 
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grer ^ fewR 

□ tft i vjft T? £t h 4RR1M Rffa 3 4 % ^ cfRT Rife)chi gT?F 85 - 92 % 

^ichM wjt? rRt % t I gf frr <trt 

gf TTfcT t f^ 4 % ^ cfRT Rife)chi grot 92 % 3 3 TR[cP MgO eft 3t X^T 
MRcf *t WTIcFT ^ fTdT t I 

□ •RFi'fl'Ji -^fr ^ vifr xr -^t ^ Tft RrRt f^iT t f^ 85 % 92 % 

trif # art -ER^T oTT^ ^t sfi-q R tr, Tt Mt T3M ^ «t-S<*< RrR| MR % 

4 % Tt cfJR Rfte'l ft' XR eTPJ fRTT I 3TcT=, l^IRlW 3TfteT eR[ ^Rff 
3T5MtcT 3t ^ eft I $?TT cfRct Rr^gd *3Rf>R RfFTT t % 4% 

X[t cfRT Rl fetch! gT^ ft ^ ^ 3IRIRT ^t MNcflil ^£t 3t XRT ftRnfdl ^TtM cRt cRl^ 
grwRch $rRt aft q|hft t 3fR f#erq ^Tt^^xRTgftf^rMrgt anaia afk 
MRcftg ^ «ft X?M '3fft I T gRT ^Ftt xRrf ft, gt ^Rf cRff gJRUTRW Wf 

ft TfchcfT t I 3RT: fTT ^1 4 3ffcT*T Rl^ *f fl?f[ER gRct fC? x$\ f gft ^ ^ gt 
21.2.2000 ^ 3fRgr gtT 'FTg J f fcFTT vjfl'Xj eRTT XRT g? Chi'S c||^ g§t uflXJ | 

□ fTTgt 3ffclRcRI ^#1 ^t X^f ^ ^ STFITfcRT ^t ^t TR TJRgrTT gt 

TPTR BRK g^f t I MtfcTah cT8JT WraRfeh erf $ 3TcR gt g>RR 3TFJTRRr ^t 

•u (I 

TRTfit RR^irt gt gH % TITS? goRT gR R RIFR «Kdl Miff gT TfggT % I g|T gig ’’R 
rfT ePTRTT t f^ ggT eRTT fcfRT #MT cfg> ^ 4t gg cht fWRT ^ 3RI ^dRft R 

f^tM ^fl eft fcP? f'RtMrcT f^T W WeTT t I fTlfcP? Rf 3T^tEf RfFn WdT % 

1% ^t IJM ^ 3llilld R? cFtRI c^ feP? 3T^f%cT Mldd^l^t ^cch efR ded ’R ded 

TmtRrcr Riftt ^ \ 

(is) HlRTcbl^ gRT 3UcRWtb cfggff ^ RcfTgR RT RTO uim 

□ mptR R urm gR araRr fMRr 1998-99 t l wet sfiRt ^ wend fRr 
client tfddl dR fn MTRet XR cht^ 5TMTR R^t ftMT I 

□ Rlddldd gRT nRchfe^d ’’R'-SlfdchNch g5Rfd gjR^TRFRT ^cR xr ^ cTSTT chK'dHHId 

xr tt^ cJcPTT f^feF? gR ^ fcRJ 11 % gSt 3T^TRr ^t dd g>tf 

5RM vJcKTT I 

□ (^ilKI^H ^RRTd ^ #[ MlRlchlit ^t #fxjft?^gRTf^TMT? Rp)Rl gg 

^RRFrfW t I 

^qig, XT^[ ^gfRT WTTR MTef? 

4. fatlKIsJld ^dTTg; xRc| ^fRT 3fR TPTR ^ R SlRl^Rld 3 TRrT 

Rr^f wrw #it i 


% % t il 
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f^raNisJto ^ w *r #TTT^fj tfaf> stRPrr 1975 m\ 9(r) eft 
3RFt<T ^rRITte7UT Uffl TTTt^cT RR%I 7ft | ^ ^ R^cff 21 RTcpft, 2000 ^ 3TR?T 

32/2000-^ eft 3T^FTR f^NTsffa y=RTR *85 % ^ 92 % cR> MgO 3TofT ^ 
-*f€ ^%rr$3 (^ ttit), Rrt, ctRr w 3 4 % ^ ^ ftttoi ^tott ^tt # 3t 
^fPt ?rrPfer Rrt i' 

Tf. t|Tgq 

7TWRT *fcq 

5. Mltor^t ^ £TKT 9(3>) (l)*T cf> ST^fTR 7TPTRI ^ eR Pfafaw ^ <£ *nfRRl*t 

w Prato jR-iMcfl to; crsTif^r toft «ft Pratd4> ft a ito r ft <*to eft 

to ^rara to t to ^ ft to ^ert gft 1 toto nrtorft ra? tot t R> 

Tto ft?T eft toft ftt Prato % Sllffttot eft totR toll t vrtTTT R> Praftf eft 
eflef SfftpRT t I SntoPt fl U! ^TFRT t,R> to \>He|l4l RJRRq ft to 

ftj%l3d <ft TTFTRf *Je5T efft toto to 3ft toto PHtoft t3R Mto/vj ' eqrecfti qft 
«Rcft t, uft toto efft wfFT ftft ft toef 7ft t I 

6. 5nPt3>yft 7J1? ftld c^^el ft Rf 'FFftSTT^ft’T 3T<lf^f ^ <«kH tJH vjHe||<ft THTTR^T *jef ^ 
3RRT cffT ft PratReT to 4*^TT^ 3>T OTTR 4 SfRTTcT ^3TT ft I toft fts to 

% 3TRRRFf fttof 3ft 3fcrfft % ^RH "#1 Wlfft ‘l u RM ft to; TR ft® to 
totod eft 3TRRT 37 fttft to 3T77fRcFf to cf>T to ^ 3T3T to ^ f^y ^ f^ 
^#t WfR ^5t 3R% ^ ^5 ^T 3TFTRT toT t, ^ ^xRT 

w^m t I 

7. MR#T ^ WTR % TTWRT TJFT % #f ^ 

•5Rg?I tl ^#T ^FRI^t ¥1W %35 *p£ % TfFTFT T^f TFT W 

TTReT ^ >HHM T^T ^ JJRfeRT f^Rf^ cTFRf ^RT ^ 3WR ^ ftRT i I #^T ^ 
Mcm^r/wtR^r ara^i <ftt EZfFf ^ ^ wtrt ^ ^ ^ ^r trItf ^r^sy 

^tFTT ^ 3TRR ^7 RRT7 RrT wt.l 'HWM ^ ^T f%qfojy gi^y ^^jf? 

'fR^t elMlcf eRTT fc|p(^|u( TR Rfft] ^REft dMlel '^ft 3TR T^Rf^qt vJ^TRRT 
efFTef ^ feR ’El^ ^dtR $ SpqfeRT , «fT'WR'ct> cTFTef ^TRf ^ 3RPTRT Ty^yy ^ | 

8 . ijf% ^7T ^ Rj^t “jft f^ratcR) ^ yrrflt cbT^I g>T vjRR ^rff RtTT # ^Bfcn? 

yitol^ % 3TeTR-3TeFT Rpfeft feR 3Tcfrr-3TcFy eyy^y Hlf^H 3>T Rejt^T RRT % I 

7TFTRT ’JeR eTSfT Pi4Td cftlHel R pRTST pci'll 3^7 ’JcR ^5t ^cFfT ’TfRef 
^fpR PraPr cfSpRT % sfr^ -$ ^ ^ert ^r %tr 4 Rran t 

efqtfa %7tt ^ gRT *rafcf 7TTW $ WT ^ ^IwRcf, ^yy yra^eT g?t ?1$ «St I 

^T ^cHT gtt cpK'igm ^ 3TTEIN 351 RTR^TT "W t I Tff ^RT PTqtcf ^t*Rf ^ ****% 

^ ^y rRr t l 


I61o<^.z/m>oo —x 
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U. grief .IbHUHrMth 

9. dtild 4Rig cf4 Ri([ 4 f4> vseiVl 41 (4*-l 41+ld Rb^J TF? 

(cjc;?!! -Hied % oRRTN TR SIT | cRlR) 41 ■i vii-idlql 4 ^cf£f 4 3TRRT 41 bl3l 4f 
1995-96 4 47H 3009 rit.^T «St, ^ 41 3Rf4 4 4?R FR ^ 2241.00 4t.^f 7g 
h 4 t i 43^ wnft m ^ 3TRR 41 1995-96 4 3798.204 41. ^r, <i4 1996-97 4 

2323.711 41.c[4 1997-98 4 4001 41.^1 4 VZ ^7 ^4 1998-99 4 2766.90 4t.^T 
f i ggqrorw t 14? #g 41 srgfq 4 44 ft 44 dddi^ ¥1M 4 hr#? 

mldR 4 (4>4I TFRT 3tNio df-qci Idshl 41nd 4 =(11+1 3rf4gT 'hind HI (4)41 4411 ^RfdO, 
3414 4 ft Rg gTHT HR Tgf t f4 44 'dddlcff tphit^? 4 414 HTeTT 3TT4TCT 
44^ 3#T 41 grfeT Tf^T TgT t I 44f 1441 41HTT cT«TT 44^ t4FT gRT 41^4 

qpj* (4 shl d*jdl %«4 h 4)3# % (cn< Hilda 344ld Hit 3 ji<Ih '•Tgf FFTPIT ^TT ■H c hfll % I 

10. 3iFrm 44 hrt 4 ^41 gn wtM ^<b 4 oRTq ^tt4 ^ mR^iih gl HEbefT t l 
HRTM Tpcf> eRRT '3TFTT 4 eTcT d41 3f4f&cT t 44 HeRTg <T>T Mf Fifed 41dd RY 
fenn w ^gr gl sife/sRdT urr gn f44fe hh 4fad q? 4 rt fit Tgr gt 4r gftcj h4r 
4r 44 q|xn4 Reft 4 I 

11 . r gRT tgqfe 41 f%41 4 Rgeft rt 4 Reft r4th 1441 4fad 

gH Rd RT fe4d 44 4 fefq 444d dR d^f t f4 qg4 f4q>lf4?T f44 dft LirerM 
^IcR 4l vjliy) <<ai Mfl^ ^T d^l vdid # 3Rf4 ^ 4d'4 4 4^ vT^fR # viRid Rshl 

c#m eRT 4td Vdd4l41. j I^R|vj 4 4 #4 cflct 3TRRT ^T RfeT ^JeR (f4m4 efT^ Refold 

#fTT^FT ?nf4c^ f cra?T RRHM ^TTf4cT ^ # ^eRT g^fT WTeT efTT f4#I #4 ^ 

• f#? # uTT4t t Rg4 RPblR^I f#? HTJ RT^tM ^TT 3?4&R t 3T2J7TT 

I 

12. F[4^ TJgfR 4 ^Tg 4t 7#bR (4RT t f4> HR 4 cf?4t cf>T cJJRUT g^HTd # 

#dtf4# \TRrT #rr % I hr 4 ^4( #4 cfn 3FR cprot gwd 4 4^ t I 

13. ^R gR Tig RRlRld Hff f#TT W t % aTgricIcbKch #HcT 4 cJR #Hd 

RTJeri ^>T cf>HU| 41*| vi*iqj<51 Ruixivrq 4 gl4 cReTr 4lRd 3TRTcT 4 I 

W. gfrl 

14. , 41 *j yi*i4l41 4 ^ki^ 4 4 gt4 dlel 3ll4|dl ^ RgH ^c4 # 4 u Hl v?[R # 3Tdf4 ^ 

3?rr4 4 44Rm 4141 3nf 4g w^ttt 4 rtrt ^ert ^ 3trr rt 

w4 41 mI^<?^ 4 R^rfeTeT TeR eMT ^ Rfcl^ld ^cRlf RHR ^ 4 Rf4?RT fgfoR RRR 

4454 c4 ?t^ 44 t i #t ^th di4l hurrri 4 gl4 3TRR R7 ctpj rrh441 
4t RfEf ^ 4 ?nf4er h 41 f #tt nm t I 
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15. ^cfi^xf ?Tcfr m f^TR cfj^r $> ^tf f^Tc^ t ft>:- 

□ viRgr^t tttirtvhi ^ ^ ^ awi ^i % MfcRT tF 

cf>T FRcT <55t f^rtcT 'HWH ^ ^ W* ^ ^R f^T ^RTT t; 

□ wm 3^T c& ^RPT ^FT^t ?RRMI cfT^t ^ 

<£ 3TRTcT ^T *ftc| v3^m ^T cfRdf^ SlfcT t ; 

□ ^FTcTT^ J|uwr<^T ^ ^eT ^ 3RT<TT ^FT % Mfcld FF ^ 

*$> f^RitcT % vseiVi chi4 $-rf% ^ % I 

16. ^rfc^ 7IF vjf^RT ^FFTcf t FR^T £fa?> 

3Tf£rRRFT 1975 ^ 3T«IRT 3TT^ ^ (^ tRT) cpfrcR^T 2519.9004 ^ cTFcf 
3TT% 3TeT tffa ¥RM ^ ^ef ^ 3RT3T 3FT % MB %F 

^ 3TRTRT ^R eFT% ^ VTC^rM ^FtFcT <?R f^H WJ I 

17. F*Rt<RT WTcff <£ cTFcT falRF> 12 F<F<R;i996 ^RJ^FTT ^T0 
7/2/94/^?#^ c£ FRT 3Tf^gf%TcT f^EfT W ^rf^F Rpsj>^ 3TMR^fcid t I 

18. tfLRW 3TRrf^RFT <£ 3T^TR ^8 3TT^T <& cjTtf 3Ffrcf 

FFTTC-^c^ cRfT wtf (RRRRT) 3Fftc?fa ^TRnf^RR 3 eft RT I 


tRt fwr ^n, PiRi«t yifM«^i(l 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 14th June, 2000 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Review of Anti-dumping duties co-uerning imports of 
Dead Burnt Magnesite(DBM) originating in or sported 
from People’s Republic of China - final findings. 

7/2/94/ADD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as 

amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 

and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 

Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

i. The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the 
Authority) issued a public notice vide Notification no. 
7/2/94/ADD dated the 30 th June, 1999, initiating review of 
definitive Anti Dumping Duty recommended on imports of Dead 
Burnt Magnesite originating in or exported from Peoples 
Republic of China vide notification no. 7/2/94-ADD dated 12 th 
Nov. 1996. 

ii. The investigations concluded by the Authority vide Notification 
no. 197 dated 12 th Nov. 1996 have been referred to as “the 
previous investigations”. 
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iii. The Authority issued a public notice dated 30 th June, 1999 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating 
review of anti dumping duty concerning imports of Dead Burnt 
Magnesite, classified under custom -heading 2519.90 of 
Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and under 
No.2519.90.04 of ITC( Based on Harmonized Commodity 
Description & Coding) originating in or exported from Peoples 
Republic of China ( also referred to as the subject country 
hereinafter); 

iv. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the 
known exporters and industry associations (whose details were 
made available by the petitioners in the previous investigations) 
and gave them an opportunity to make their views known in 
writing in accordance with Rule 6(2). 

v. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the 
known importers and consumers of Dead Burnt Magnesite in 
India (whose details were made available by Magnesite 
Association of India in the previous investigations) and advised 
them to make their views known in writing within forty days 
from the date of the letter. 

vi. Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs 
(CBEC) to arrange details of imports of Dead Burnt Magnesite 
in India. 

vii'. The Authority sent questionnaire, to elicit relevant information, 
to the known exporter from Peoples Republic of China, as 
mentioned below in accordance with the rule 6(4). 

M/s China National Metals & Minerals, China 

M/s Zhuhal Mrtals & Minerals Co. Ltd., China 

M/s China Metallurgical Import & Export Corp. China 

M/s Dalian Matels & Minierals, China 

M/s Otavi Otavi Minen Act., China 

M/s Sima Resources Gybtt., Germany (Agent & Exporters) 
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viii. The Embassy of Peoples Republic of China in New Delhi was 
informed about the initiation of the review in accordance with 
rule 6(2) with a request to advise the exporters/producers from 
their country to respond to the questionnaire within the 
prescribed time. A copy of the letter and questionnaire sent to 
the exporters was also sent to the Embassy, alongwith a list of 
known exporters/producers. None of the exporter/producer, 
however, filed any response. 

ix. A questionnaire was sent to the known importers and/or 
consumers of Dead Burnt Magnesite in India calling for 
necessary information in accordance with rule 6(4). 

1. M/s Steel Authority of India 

2. M/s Bhilai Steel Plant, Madhya Pradesh 

3. M/s Rourkela Steel Plant, Orissa 

4. M/s Vizag Steel Plant, Andhra Pradesh 

5. M/s Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., Bihar 

6. M/s Indian Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., West Bengal 

7. M/s Steel Authority of India, West Bengal 

8. M/s Bharat Refractories Ltd., Bihar 

9. M/s Burn Standard Co. Ltd., Calcutta 

10. M/s Orissa Cement Ltd., Orissa 

11. M/s Orissa Industries Ltd., Orissa 

12. M/s Tata Refractories Ltd., Salam 

13. M/s Marathwada Refractories Ltd., Aurangabad 

14. M/s Valley Refractories Ltd., Dhanbad 

15. M/s Indian Refractory Machines Association, Calcutta 

The response was, however, filed by the following importers of 
Dead Burnt Magnesite 

M/s Tata Refractories Ltd., Salam 

M/s Indian Refractory Machines Association, Calcutta 

M/s Orissa Cement Ltd., Orissa 

M/s Orissa Industries Ltd., Orissa 

M/s Bharat Refractories Ltd., Bihar 

M/s Burn Standard Co. Ltd., Calcutta 
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x. A questionnaire was sent to Magnesite Association of India 
calling for necessary information. Magnesite Association of 
India filed its response; 

xi. The Authority held a public hearing on 07.10.99 to hear the 
views orally, which was attended by Magnesite Association of 
India (domestic industry). M/s OCL India Ltd., M/s Burn 
Standard Co. Ltd., M/s Bharat Refractories Ltd. and Indian 
Refractories Makers Association (Importers). The parties 
attending the public hearing were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed orally. 

xii. The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of a 
public file, maintained and kept open for inspection by an 
interested party. 

xiii. Investigation was carried for the period starting from 1st April, 
1998 to 31 st March, 1999. 

xiv. In accordance with rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to all 
known interested parties and comments received, if any, on the 
same have also been duly considered in these findings. 

B VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRYIMAGNESITE 
ASSOCIATION OF INDIA) 

2. The domestic industry Magnesite Association of India has made 
the following submissions 

(i) China does not have any natural comparative advantage over 
India in respect of the cost of production. Since the Dead Burnt 
Magnesite of reference grade of Indian origin and that of 
Chinese origin are like articles and since the cost factors for the 
two countries more oar less balance each other, it can be 
reasonably informed that the cost of production of Dead Burnt 
Magnesite reference grade in China is not lower than that in 
India. 
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(ii) Calcining plants in China are 400-1000 KM away from the 
Chinese Sea ports. The cost of inland transportation, therefore, 
becomes a major cost item for Chinese FOB export prices. 

(iii) Besides the reference grade of Dead Burnt Magnesite , i.e. upto 
92% MgO, two other products are also being dumped:- 

♦ Dead Burnt Magnesite upto 93% & 94% MgO and 

♦ Brick Grog MgO 90-92% 

No anti dumping duty was imposed on Dead Burnt 
Magnesite MgO 93% and 94%. The landed cost of this grade 
together with duty etc. is cheaper than Reference grade of Dead 
Burnt Magnesite. 

Comparing the selling price of Reference grade of Dead 
Burnt Magnesite and imported Dead Burnt Magnesite Reference 
grade and upto 94% MgO, it may be appreciated that there is 
fair degree of inter-changebility between marginal qualities on 
either side of bench mark of 92% MgO. The domestic industry 
is seriously concerned about this situation. Considering the 
interest of the domestic industry which produces upto Dead 
Burnt Magnesite 92% MgO quality and even marginally higher 
qualities, and the relative inter-changibility of such indigenous 
production by imported qualities of upto 94% MgO, it is 
submitted that the bench mark in imposition of final anti 
dumping duty may be raised from 92% to 94% MgO quality 
Dead Burnt Magnesite imports from China, to provide a fair 
degree of protection to the domestic industry. 

(iv) To avoid imposition of anti dumping duty the Chinese exporters 
have introduced a new nomenclature, i.e. Magnesia Brick Grog. 
This product again is equal to Reference grade Dead Burnt 
Magnesite or even marginally higher quality and is freely 
interchangeable with indigenous Reference Grade Dead Burnt 
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Magnesite. Declaring it as Brick Grog, firstly it attracts a lower 
rate of customs duty of 25%(Vs. Dead Burnt Magnesite 40%) 
and secondly escapes anti dumping duty. 

(v) The major constituent factors of cost of production of Dead 
Burnt Magnesite are raw material cost, energy, fuel cost, 
salaries and wages, cost of capital and royalty on mineral etc.. 
Most of these items are essentially in the nature of administered 
prices administered by the State/Central Govt, over which the 
Dead Burnt Magnesite producers have no control. The trend of 
increase in the above factors has substantially increased the cost 
of production in India. FOB prices of imported Dead Burnt 
Magnesite has particularly remained the same around 105 to 110 
US $ per tonne for the past 3 years whereas the cost of 
production of Dead Burnt Magnesite in China would have 
substantially gone up as in India. 

(vi) The cost of production of subject goods in China, is not 
available. Even if it were available, that data would reflect 
subsidised cost only and not normal cost in a free market 
economy. 

C. INJURY 

(i) Capacity utilisation of domestic industry has declined to 45.58 
% in 1998-99 as against 46.53% in 1997-98 and 46.05% in 
1996-97; 

(ii) Manpower of the domestic industry has been reduced 
substantially over the years from 7500 to 4000.Moreover the 
domestic industry has to spend around Rs. 75000/- per worker 
as disengagement cost; 

(iii) The loss of domestic industry has increased substantially as 
compared to previous years. The profitability of domestic 
industry has declined to Rs. (-) 540.52 lacs in 1998-99 as 
against Rs. (-) 385.27 lacs in 1997-98 and Rs.170.61 lacs in 
1996-97. 


/{£ “fo <fj~fzx>0 0 
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(iv) The closing stock of the subject material has increased from 
12204 MT in 1997-98 to 14008 MT in the financial year 1998- 
99: 

(v) Market share of the domestic industry has increased to 97.25% 
in 1998-99 as against 74.82% in 1997-98 and 71.53% ip 1996- 
97; 

(vi) Total imports of subject material have declined to 2766.90 MT 
during 1998-99 as against 4001.19 MT during 1997-98. 

D. VIEWS OF EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

3. None of the exporter/producer from China PR have responded to 
the Authority and offered any comment. 

The above mentioned importers/users have responded to the 
Authority and offered their comments: 

i) M/s Tata Refractories Ltd. and M/s Orissa Cement Ltd., 
have claimed that during POI they have not imported 
subject material. 

ii) The domestic Dead Burnt Magnesite is not a like article to 
the imported Dead Burnt Magnesite from China PR 
because of different physical and chemical characteristics 
and also difficulties in application. 

iii) The causal factor for the decline in the domestic industry 
is to be found in rapid technological changes in the steel 
industry since the mid 1980 and the uneconomic scale of 
domestic production. 
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iv) India cannot be considered a reference country for the 
determination of normal value because the nature and 
extent of deposit, scale of production and markets, 
efficiency in mining operation, process and fuel adopted 
for manufacture of Dead Burnt Magnesite in India and 
China are quite different. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

The submissions made by the domestic industry, exporters, 
importers and other interested parties have been examined and 
issues raised with reference to the Rules and having a bearing 
on this case have been considered and dealt with at appropriate 
place in this notification. 

Disclosure of essential facts made by the Authority 
(a) Comments made by interested parties 

The domestic industry has argued that:- 

♦ The Designated Authority have considered all the costs of 
Raw Materials, utilities, interest etc. and also a reasonable 
profit margin, while fixing the non-injurious price for DBM it 
may be noted that, in addition to the Basic price, the 
Domestic Sales attract Sales Tax at 4%/l 1% depending on 
whether the sale is outside the State or within the State. 
Hence the Landed Cost of the Imported DBM is to be 
matched to the non-injurious price of DBM plus 11% towards 
Sales Tax. 

♦ It may also be noted that the costs submitted by us and 
considered by the Designated Authority pertain to the period 
of investigation, namely, 1998-99. The prices of all inputs 
have increased during 1999-2000. For instance, the cost of 
Furnace Oil which was at Rs.5948/- per K.L., as on 
31.3.1999 has increased to Rs. 12,068/- per K.L. as on 
31.3.2000. As 230 Litres of Furnace Oil is required for 
producing one ton of DBM. Hence the increase in cost of 
inputs on account of increase of cost of Furnace Oil alone 
works out to more than Rs.1400/- per ton of DBM. 
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Similarly, there are increased in the cost of other inputs also, 
like raw Magnesite and utilities like HSD Oil etc. 

♦ The domestic industry is already suffering from shrinkage in 
demand and competition from Imports and the proposal of the 
Designated Authority to fix the non-injurious price of DBM 
at Rs.****/- per ton will further jeopardise the industry. 
Hence we would request the Designated Authority to kindly 
consider an increase of at least Rs.1500/- per ton plus 11% 
towards Sales tax, in fixing the non-injurious price of DBM. 

♦ Further, as per press note dated 25 th April, 2000, the 
Customs Duty on DBM is reduced from 35% tO 25%. This 
factor may kindly be taken into account while fixing the Anti- 
Dumping Duty on DBM with MgO upto 94%. 

Comments made by importers/consumers 

♦ The Hon’ble CEGAT in its latest ruling has excluded even 
DBM of 85-92% Mgowith less than 4% silica from the 
operation of Anti-Dumping Duty. This is ample evidence 
that DBM of MgO above 92% with Silica below 4% is not 
produced in India. 

♦ The Hon’ble CEGAT has further held that levy of Anti- 
Dumping Duty shall be on “DBM having MgO content from 
85% to 92%; but excluding such DBM having a silica content 
of less than 4% by weight”. The appeal of the Association 
was therefore allowed to this extent. In doing so CEGAT has 
accepted the submission that import of DBM content less 
than 4% silica causes no material injury to the Indian DBM 
manufacturing industry and there cannot be a causal link 
between the import of that grade DBM from China and the 
injury if any experienced by the Indian DBM industry. It 
may therefore be requested to take a note of and to act upon 
the order dated 21.2.2000 of CEGAT in modifying the Final 
Findings in this respect. 
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♦ Further the domestic DBM in question is not a like product to 
the quality of DBM imported from China. The imported 
DBM cannot be freely interchanged or substituted by the 
domestic DBM because of the differences in physical and 
chemical characteristics. This imposes limitations on 
whether and the extent to which domestic DBM can be used 
for specific applications in steel and other industries. It is 
therefore requested that the Anti-Dumping Duty 
recommended for imposition on import of DBM should be 
modified as soon as possible. 

(b) Examination of comments on disclosure of essential facts by 
the Authority 

♦ The present case period of investigation is financial year 
1998-99. Any event occurs after period of investigation has 
no bearing on the case. 

♦ Non-injurious price calculated by the Directorate is at ex¬ 
factory level and a comparison is made at ex-factor level, 
hence, there is no question of allowing 11% towards sales 
tax. 

♦ Regarding product under consideration. Authority has 
respected the ruling issued by Hon’ble CEGAT. 

E. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION. DOMESTIC 
INDUSTRY AND LIKE ARTICLES 

4. The final findings notified earlier with regard to the domestic 
industry and Like Articles remain unchanged. 

Regarding product under consideration as per Hon’ble CGEAT 
Order No.32/2000-AD dated 21 st February, 2000 passed by the 
Tribunal under Section 9( C) of Customs Tariff Act, 1975 the 
product under consideration shall be “Dead Burnt Magnesite 
(DBM) having MgO content ranging from 85% to 92%; but 
excluding such DBM having a silica content of less than 4% by 
weight.” 






22 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


F DUMPING 
Normal Value 

5. The Authority sent questionnaire to the known exporters for the 
purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with 
Section 9A(1) c. However, none of the exporters responded to 
the Authority or furnished any informal) m. The Authority, 
therefore, holds that none of the exporters from the subject 
country have co-operated with the Authority as envisaged under 
the Rules. The Authority also holds that the primary 
responsibility to establish normal value of Dead bu t nt 
Magnesite in China PR rests with the exporters/ producers, who 
have failed to co-operate with the Authority. 

6. The Authority notes that there were imports of Dead Burnt 
Magnesite ip India originating in or exported from Peoples 
Republic of China during the period of review. However, the 
importers of Dead Burnt Magnesite during the period of review 
have not provided the details of actual expenditure incurred on 
import of Dead Burnt Magnesite from Peoples Republic of 
China, claiming that they have not imported subject material 
during the period of investigation, and hence no information is 
available. 

7. Magnesite Association of India have furnished information with 
regard to normal value of the product under reference. The 
company has claimed normal value of Dead Burnt Magnesite in 
Peoples Republic of China on the basis of the prices of input 
cost as are generally prevalent in India. In view of the non-co- 
operation from the exporters/producers from China, the normal 
value has been considered on the basis of best available 
information. For the cost of production of other inputs like raw 
material, energy cost and other manufacturing and selling cost, 
the actual cost and prices prevailing in the domestic industry 
have been adopted for evaluating the normal value. 
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8. Since none of the exporters from the subject country have 
responded to the Authority, the Authority has not determined 
separate dumping margins for individual exporters. The 
Authority has taken into account the information, as none of the 
party has furnished any factual information with sufficient 
evidence, for the purpose of fair comparison between the normal 
value and the export price and compare normal value with 
weighted average export price. The comparison has been 
considered as on ex-works basis. The comparison shows 
dumping margin of ****% of export price. 

G INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

9. The contention of domestic industry that there were constant 
threats to domestic industry from foreign low priced dumped 
goods. However, the volumes of imports which were 3009 MT 
during 1995-96 have come down to 2241.00 MT during period of 
investigation in respect of China PR. The total imports of subject 
material has also come down from 3798.204 Mt in 1995-96, 
2323.711 MT in 1996-97, 4001 MT in 1997-98 to 2766.90 MT in 
1998-99. It is found that imports from China PR entered the Indian 
market at price significantly higher than the non-injurious price 
during period of investigation. Hence the claim by the domestic 
industry that imports from China PR are causing injury to domestic 
industry is not true. Any difference between the non-injurious price 
and the net sales realisation by the domestic industry, therefore, 
cannot be attributed to the dumped imports. 

10. Decline in volume of imports may be a result of the very imposition 
of anti-dumping duty. The anti-dumping duty is required to be 
imposed only if the product is being exported at dumped price 
and/or the product is being exported at such price that it would 
cause injury to the domestic industry 
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11. The current selling price of Dead Burnt Magnesite by domestic 
industry is not relevant to decide whether the anti-dumping duty 
recommended earlier is required to be continued. The non-injurious 
price of the domestic industry and the landed value of imports from 
China PR (including prevailing custom duties and excluding anti¬ 
dumping duties in force) with reference to period of investigation 
are to be compared to decide whether anti-dumping duty 
recommended earlier is required to be continued or not. 


12. Domestic industry has also admitted that downfall in demand is due 
to upgradation of technology in the steel industry. The other factor 
for decline in demand is recession in steel industry. 


13. Domestic industry has not established that the lower price 
realisation than the non-injurious price is due to dumped imports 
from China PR. 

H LANDED VALUE: 

14. The landed value of imports from China PR has been calculated 
based on the imports information available from the DGCI&S, 
Calcutta, during POI, after adding the prevailing level of 
customs duties and one percent landing and two percent 
handling charges. The anti dumping duty in force on imports 
from China PR has not been included in the landed values. 
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I FINAL FINDINGS 

15. The Authority concludes, after considering the foregoing, that: 

♦ Dead Burnt Magnesite originating in or exported from 
Peoples Republic of China has been exported to India below 
its normal value; 

♦ the domestic industry has not suffered any material injury 
from imports of Dead Burnt Magnesite from China PR during 
the period of investigation; 

♦ No injury has been caused to domestic industry by the 
exports of Dead Burnt Magnesite originating in or exported 
from Peoples Republic of China. 

16. The Authority, therefore, considered appropriate to discontinue 
the anti dumping duty imposed on imports of Dead Burnt 
Magnesite originating in or exported from China PR, falling 
under chapter ITC (HS) classification 2519.9004 of Indian 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

17. Subject to above, the final findings notified vide notification no. 
7/2/94/ADD dated the 12 th Nov. 1996 are unaltered. 

18. An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise and 
Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act 
supra. 


RATHI YIN AY JHA, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road. Mayapun, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 




